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DETAILED ACTION 



1. 



This action is the first on the merit of the instant application. 



2. 



Claims 1-9 are pending in this action. 



Claim Objections 



Claim 1 is objected to because of the following informalities: on line 3, change 
"capable of" into — - configured to — . Appropriate correction is required. 

Claim 1 is objected to because of the following informalities: what or which 
device communicates "with a wireless communication apparatus directly"? It is not clear 
to examiner. Appropriate correction is required. 

Claim 1 objected to because of the following informalities: the use of the 
conditional phrase "if" on line 1 1 without providing an alternative leaves the claim 
inoperable when the "if condition fails. Appropriate correction is required. 

Claim 2 is objected to because of the following informalities: on line 1 , change 
"capable of" into — configured to. Appropriate correction is required. 

Claim 2 is objected to because of the following informalities: on line 10, change 
"said other" into — said another — . Appropriate correction is required. 

Claim 2 is objected to because of the following informalities: on line 17, change 
"receiving data" into — receiving the data — . Appropriate correction is required. 
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Claim 2 is objected to because of the following informalities: on line 20, change 
"said other" into — said another — . Appropriate correction is required. 

Claim 3 is objected to because of the following informalities: on line 3, change 
"upon data" into — upon the data — . Appropriate correction is required. 

Claim 4 is objected to because of the following informalities: on line 2, change 
"said other" into — said another — . Appropriate correction is required. 

Claim 5 is objected to because of the following informalities: change "other" into 
— another — . Appropriate correction is required. 

Claim 6 is objected to because of the following informalities: change "said other" 
into — said another — . Appropriate correction is required. 

Claim 7 is objected to because of the following informalities: on line 1 , change 
"capable of into — configured to — . Appropriate correction is required. 

Claim 7 is objected to because of the following informalities: on line 8, 
change/improve "executing processing" for it indicates redundancy. Appropriate 
correction is required. 

Claim 7 is objected to because of the following informalities: change "other", 
used on several lines, into — another — . Appropriate correction is required. 

Claim 7 is objected to because of the following informalities: the use of the 
conditional phrase "if" on line 1 1 without providing an alternative leaves the claim 
inoperable when the "if condition fails. Appropriate correction is required 

Claim 8 is objected to because of the following informalities: on line 5, change 
"image" into — an image — . Appropriate correction is required. 
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Claim 8 is objected to because of the following informalities: on line 7, change 
"picture" into — the picture — . Appropriate correction is required. 

Claim 9 is objected to because of the following informalities: on line 16, change 
"a direct" into — the direct — . Appropriate correction is required. 

Claim 9 is objected to because of the following informalities: on line 16, change 
"a wireless" into — the wireless — . Appropriate correction is required. 

Claim 9 is objected to because of the following informalities: on line 19, change 
"and data" into — and the data — . Appropriate correction is required. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC §112 

The following is a quotation of the first paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 1 12: 

The specification shall contain a written description of the invention, and of the manner and process of 
making and using it, in such full, clear, concise, and exact terms as to enable any person skilled in the 
art to which it pertains, or with which it is most nearly connected, to make and use the same and shall 
set forth the best mode contemplated by the inventor of carrying out his invention. 

Claim 9 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, first paragraph, as failing to comply with 
the enablement requirement. The claim(s) contains subject matter which was not 
described in the specification in such a way as to enable one skilled in the art to which it 
pertains, or with which it is most nearly connected, to make and/or use the invention. 
The specification, while being enabling for displaying printer/s (see paragraph 0070), 
does not reasonably provide enablement for " displaying another wireless 
communication apparatus ". Furthermore, the specification is not enabled for a user 
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making selection of a wireless communication apparatus based on said display means. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

Claims 1, 2, 4-7 and 9 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Lin et al. (Lin) (US 2004/0125778 A1) in view of Schroderus et al. 
(Schroderus) (US 6,477,384 B2). 

As per claim 1: Lin discloses a discloses a communication control method (see fig. 
3) for controlling communication between wireless communication apparatuses that 
are capable of communicating wirelessly in a first communication mode in which 
communication is performed via a base station and a second communication mode 
in which communication is performed with a wireless communication apparatus 
directly (see abstract; paragraphs 0009), said method comprising: 

a connecting step of connecting a first wireless communication apparatus to a 
second wireless communication apparatus if, during communication by the first 
wireless communication apparatus in the first communication mode (see paragraphs 
1100, 0031); 
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a determining step of determining, by the second wireless communication 
apparatus, whether the first wireless communication apparatus possesses a desired 
function (see paragraph 0028). Authentication can be considered as a desired 
function. 

a determining step of determining, by the second wireless communication 
apparatus, whether the first wireless communication apparatus possesses a desired 
function; and 

a data transmitting step of transmitting data from the second wireless 
communication apparatus to the first wireless communication apparatus in the 
second communication mode based upon result of the determination performed at 
said determining step (see paragraph 0010). Note: the labeling "a first wireless 
communication apparatus" and "a second wireless communication apparatus" is an 
arbitrary and any one of the prior art stations can be labeled as a first and a second. 

But Lin does not explicitly teach about — the first wireless communication 
apparatus receives a search signal from the second wireless communication 
apparatus giving notification of the existence of the second wireless communication 
apparatus, as claimed. However, in the same field of endeavor, Schroderus teaches 
about a method of checking the presence of mobile stations communicating on a 
direct mode channel (see title) wherein the method includes the step of sending a 
presence inquiry (search) message provided with an identity from a first mobile 
station to a second mobile station on the direct mode channel (see abstract). 
Therefore, it would have been obvious for one of ordinary skill in the art at the time 
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the invention was made to modify the teaching of Lin with that of Schroderus for the 
advantage of checking/determining whether unauthorized or undesired mobile 
stations are listening to the transmission of the first mobile station on the direct mode 
channel (see col. 2, lines 18-25). 

As per claim 2: the features of claim 2 are similar to the features of claim 1 , except 
claim 2 is directed to an apparatus intended/required to perform the steps of claim 1 , 
and wherein the wireless communication apparatus and the other wireless 
communication apparatus of claim 2, respectively correspond to the first and second 
wireless communication apparatuses of claim 1 . Furthermore, the "receiving means" 
of claim 2 is required by the connecting step of claim 1 . Hence, since the steps of 
claim are obviated and the apparatus of claim 2 is required by the method of claim 1 , 
claim 2 is rejected on the same ground and motivation as claim 1 . 
As per claim 4: Lin teaches about an apparatus, wherein said connecting means 
makes a connection to said other wireless communication apparatus in the second 
communication mode (see abstract; paragraphs 0009-001 1). Lin's ad-hoc mode can 
be considered or is a second mode as oppose to the first or infrastructure mode. 
As per claim 5: Lin teaches about an apparatus, wherein said connecting means 
suspends (switches/dissociate) communication in the first communication mode and 
makes a connection to said other wireless communication apparatus in the second 
communication mode (see abstract; paragraph 0001 1). 

As per claim 6: Lin teaches about an apparatus, wherein said connecting means 
makes a connection to said other wireless communication apparatus based upon a 
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network identifier contained in the signal received by said receiving means (see 
paragraphs 0029-0031). 

As per claim 7: the features of claim 7 are similar to the features of claim 1 , except 
the following limitations which are also taught Lin's reference, as shown below: 
— transmitting means for transmitting a signal, which includes (i) information indicating 
whether a communication mode is in a first mode in which a communication is 
performed through a base station or a second mode in which a communication is 
performed with a wireless communication terminal directly (see paragraphs 0031, 
001 1 ) and (ii) an identifier for identifying a network/service gives notification of existence 
of this apparatus, to another wireless communication apparatus (see paragraphs 0029, 
0031 ). Note: according to the prior art of record, the base station (infrastructure) mode 
is switched to an ad-hoc mode. This shows that the system knows (has determined) the 
current mode is the base station (infrastructure) mode and the next mode (the mode to 
switched to) is the ad-hoc mode. Thus, the indication of a communication mode is an 
obvious feature of within the prior art of record. Therefore, claim 7 is rejected on the 
same ground and motivation as claim 1 . 

As per claim 9: Lin teaches about an apparatus, further comprising display (see fig. 2) 
means for displaying another wireless communication apparatus (see information 
relating neighboring stations), which has been determined to possess a desired 
function, in accordance with the determination made by said determination means (see 
paragraphs 0005, 0024, 0033; claim 2); 
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wherein a direct connection is made to a wireless communication apparatus, 
based on upon the display presented by said display means, and data is transmitted by 
said data transmitting means (see paragraphs 0031 , 0035). The question as whether a 
selection is made by a user or a device carries no patentable weight. Alternatively, user 
selection is less appealing and enhanced than a selection made by a system/controller. 

Claims 3 and 8 re rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
the references applied to the claims above and, further in view of Yamaguchi (US 
7,327,385 B2). 

As per claim 3: but, the above references do not teach about an apparatus, further 
comprising printing means for printing an image based upon data that has been 
received by said data receiving means, as recited. However, in the same field of 
endeavor, Yamaguchi teaches about a technique wherein a user captures and displays 
an image, with his/her/cell phone and transmits the captured and displayed image to a 
printer (see fig. 3, col. 5, lines 47-63). Therefore, it would have been obvious for one of 
ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made to further modify the above 
references with the teaching of Yamaguchi for the advantage of providing an enhanced 
system of image display for cellular phones and other such wireless devices having 
digital camera capabilities, while ensuring adequate bandwidth and resolution for the 
advanced imaging capabilities anticipated, yet with minimized power consumption (see 
col. 1, lines 32-37). 

As per claim 8: Yamaguchi teaches about an apparatus, further comprising picture 
taking means for taking a picture optically as image data (see fig. 3; col. 5, lines 47-63); 
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wherein said data transmitting means transmits the image data obtained by picture 
taking by said picture taking means (see (see fig. 3; col. 5, lines 47-63). Motivation is as 
provided in claim 3 above. 

As per claim 9: Lin teaches about an apparatus, further comprising display (see fig. 2) 
means for displaying another wireless communication apparatus (see information 
relating neighboring stations), which has been determined to possess a desired 
function, in accordance with the determination made by said determination means (see 
paragraphs 0005, 0024, 0033; claim 2); 

wherein a direct connection is made to a wireless communication apparatus, 
based on upon the display presented by said display means, and data is transmitted by 
said data transmitting means (see paragraphs 0031 , 0035). The question as whether a 
selection is made by a user or a device carries no patentable weight. Alternatively, user 
selection is less appealing and enhanced than a selection made by a system/controller. 

Conclusion 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Meless N. Zewdu whose telephone number is (571) 
272-7873. The examiner can normally be reached on 8:30 am to 5:00 pm.. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Chang Kent can be reached on (571) 272-7667. The fax phone number for 
the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 

Any inquiry of a general nature relating to the status of this application or 
proceeding should be directed to the receptionist whose telephone number is (571) 272- 
2600. 



/Meless N Zewdu/ 

Primary Examiner, Art Unit 2617 

9/29/2009 



